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COMMENTS
OP THE

ROCK HILL, FORT MILL AND LANCASTER TELEPHONE COMPANIES

The Rock Hill Telephone Company (RaTC), Fort Mill Telephone

Company (FMTC) and Lancaster Telephone Company (LTC) (Collpant••)

submit the.e comments 1n respon•• to the Notice of Propo••d

Rulemaking (NPRM) relea••d by the pce on April 4, 1994.

I. INTRODUCTION.

~n the NPRM, the Federal Communications Commission.

(Commission) reque.ted comment. on tentative conclusions and

proposals to transfer the North American Number1nq Plan (HAMP)

Administration funotion froll the ourrent administrator, a.llcore.

The NPRM was primarily concerned with the structure and operation

of a NANP Adalniatration tunction, the formation and location of a

policy body, ~undin9, and quidelin•• tor oonduct of the NANP

misaion. In addition the C01DJli••lon sought comment on elC expan.ion

and transition period., and the implementation ot "pr••ubscribed

1+" for interstate lntraLATA toll calls.
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II. NANP ADMINISTRATION AND POLICY ISSUES

Generally the co_pani.s support the comments and sugqe.tions

ot the USTA a. regards the duti•• , funding, structures, operations

and manage_ent of a new NANP Admini.t.ration. We a.gree that, where

possible, the Cotnl1lission should utilize eXisting teleooJlDUllications

industry organization., structures and forums as buildinq blocks to

fashion the new NANP organization.

III. INTERSTATE, INTRALATA TOLL CALLS

In the NPRM the Commis.ion invited interested partie. to

comment on the ti~in9, costs and benetits of moditying the current

Local Exchange Carrier (LEe) treatment of intraLATA, interstate

toll traffic.

Interstate intraLATA toll trattio trom the service areaa ot

the Compani•• tiling the.a COlDDents is currently handled by the LEe

unless the call1nq party chooses an Intarexchanqe carrier (IXC) by

dialing a lOXXX prefix.

Numerous claims have been made in dockets before the FCC and

state Public servio. Commissions (PSC) that Offering .ubscribers

choices tor servic•• , featur•• and vendors is in the publio

interest. However, the possible benetits to predoa1nantly toll

users must be weiqhed aqainst the possible damage to predominantly

local us.rs and ~he goal of univers~l
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service. Additional LEe coata and potential loss ot Lie revenues

could adver.ely impaQt local service rat•• and universal service.

We are concerned that the proposal by the Commission to

require "pre.ubscr1ptlon tor 1+- interstate intraLATA toll traffic

would have serious impact on basic local service rate. ot the

Companies filing these Comments.

These Companies are located in South Carolina, but are

associated with and are part of the Charlotte, North Carolina LATA

(422). The Companies are small, independent, averaga schedule

telephone companies partioipating 1n the NECA Interatate tariff and

revenue poola. MJprgxillAtely 2/3 of thye Companies' intralAtA 1;011

billing is intg~ltat••

The 1aportance of each and every revenue stre.. to • small

independent telephone co.pany cannot be overemphasized. Por the

Companies commenting, the intraLATA toll revenue i. critical to

their ability to provide quality local telecommunications servic••

to their subsoribers at affordable prices. Implementation ot

interstate intraLATA pre8ubBcrlpt1on could seriously jeopardize

this revenue .treaa for the.e campani•••
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w. urqe the Commission to retrain from broadly mandating

"presubscribed 1+" tor interstate intraLATA toll traffic without

some provi.ion tor reoognizing siqnificantly different

circum.~anc.s of individual stat... The state PSCs are

responsible for the level of local aervice rates and can best

assess the effeot of lntraLATA equal access on those rat•• and the

most appropriate timinq for implementation of intraLATA equal

acce••.

If the Commission ooncludes presubscription ot 1+ intersta~e

intraLATA toll traffic to be in thelonq term public interest,

some provision should be made tor implementation in a particular

LATA to be delayed by an affected state until intrastate intraLATA

equal acce.s has bean authorized by the PSCs of both of the state.

affected by the chanqe.

Respeotfully submitted,

ROCK HILL TELEPHONE COMPANY
FORT MILL TELEPHONB COMPANY
LANCASTER TELEPHONE COMPANY'

DATE: June 7. 1994

By: ~1&'4c/(
E. L. Sarne.
Executive Vice Pre.ident


